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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
AREAOFFICE — 

REGION V 
300 South Wicker Drive 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 

6400 FRANCE AVENUE SOUTH 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55435 

DEC 1 2 1977 

US El'A RECORDS CENTER REGION 5 

515217 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

5.6CS:M 

Dr. Warren Lawson 
Director, Minn. Department of Health 
717 S.E. Delaware Street 
Minneapolis, MLnn. 5544-0 

Dear Dr. Lawson: 

Subject: Oak Park Village 

A letter from Richard L. Wade, Director, Division of Environ­
mental Health expressing concern about the development of Oak 
Park Village in St. Louis Park was received by this office on 
6 December, 1977. In response to those concerns, I offer the 
following: 

It is the understanding of our office that the Minnesota Depart­
ment of Health was acting in an advisory capacity to the PGA iD 
this matter. The result of numerous meetings and investigations 
concerning the development of the project in question has not 
resiilted in any request f(^ a d^ay of development f:^m the P^A. 

Further, it is our opinion that no new evidence concerning 
groundwater contamination has been presented either by a public 
agency or professional opinion. Engineering studies and envir­
onmental assessments by professional consultants have prepared 
and reviewed at a cost in excess of one hundred thousand dollars. 
In addition, the City of St. Louis Park has excavated over 50,000 
cubic yards of material from the noi*th end of the project site. 
The project proposer has also extensively modified the original 
proposal. 

The Barr Engineering Repori (Phase II) indicates that barrier 
wells are necessary regardless of excavation efforts. In view 
of proposed mitigation measures and the amount of evidence ,1 
sented, PRE) views the development of Oak Park Village as separate ^ 
from the groundwater contamination issue. ^ • ~ 

During the past year, HUD has examined environmental informa- ' 
tion prepared especially for the Oak Park Village development in 
the form of engineering studies, assessments and reviews. Con- f AY-r 



t sinltations ;d.th pertinent local, regional and state agencies 
and an examination of all relevant data was used in order to 
determine the feasibility of development as proposed. In view 
of this comprehensive study of the project, a special clearance 
was is^ed in accord with HUD 4010»1 (procedures'Tfor environ­
mental clearance). Therefore, our decision stands. 

Thank you for your interest in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

— 

Thomas T. Feeney 
Area Director 

cc: Lyle Silka, EPA, 
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